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‘ TITLE OF CASE ATTORNEYS

_For plamtlff

SNOK e
DORIS ANN WHITETAIL PARKER and Shoemake &s B“f‘lggs
ETHEL ARLENE WHITETATIL ACHTERBERG 205 Triangle Buildin

Pawhuska, Oklahoma 7%056
Vs

JOHN PAPPAN, SUPERINTENDANT OF THE
OSAGE TNDIAN AGENCY, CECIL WOOD,
FIELD SOLICITOR OF THE OSAGE INDIAN
AGENCY, RAYMOND L. SANFORD, REGIONAL

’ SOLICITOR OF THE DEPAR’IMENT OF THE
TNTERIOR AND FRED J. RUSSELL, ACTING
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR

Raymond Red Corn, Harold Red Corn,
Thelma Tucker, Alex Pappin and Garney For defendant:

Cannon, - applicants for 3*“562’“%?8?}‘"”%’33’} Kelly & Gambill
6th & Kih

Fat o

I | Pawhuska, Ckla

ntervenor O ~ "

Loretta LaPuma, /appkioanxiksxBom o Khoxbam Nathan G. Graham

ceemibery  Attys: Tillman, Heskett & Robert P, Santee ‘
Heskett 460 U.S. Courthouse, Tulsa 74103

337 Price Tower
Bartlesville, Okla

74003
|
STATISTICAL RECORD COSTS DATE R o, REC. DISB.
J.S. 5 mailed |-}-1\ Clerk 12-4-Y0 Briggs 15 100
12-10+70 C.D. 26 15] 00
J.S. 6 mailed ~ - - Marshal
Basis of Action: Judicial Docket fee

. Review of the Sec. of
the Interior & Relief Witness fees
based upon Review

Action arose at: Depositions
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Date Order or

12-4-70
12-10-70

i
[

Complaint filed. Summons issued. Vv

Summons, returned & filed: served John Pappan, Supt. of Osgsage Indian
Agency and Cecil Wood, Field Solicitor, at Pawhuska, Ok. 12-4-70,
USM $18.96); served Raymond L. Sanford, Regional Solicitor, & Fred J.
Russell, Acting Secy. of Interior, at Wash. D. C. by certified mail
on 12-4-70 (USM $6. 00)g
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Raymond Red Corn
ney Cannon )

ervene, filed., ds

g taintiff and defendant
intervene. (AEB-J) ds

fiie resp@qsive briefl,

(
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ol bot 1
iefs to des efﬁaﬁéfs motion Jo

motion for extension of time to
brief in support, filed. m

] of U. S, Attorney, filed. ds
Mgvﬁ n to Dismiss of the defendant filed, (with brief)h

It is ordered that plaintiff required to raspond to def's motion to
dismiss within 10 days,(AEB-J)h letters mailed.

Application for extension of time to file brief,

in support attached.

Summons issued at request of Shoemake & Briggs to Attorney General

U. S, District attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma. ds

g %xrﬁm on summons, filed. Sarweﬁ U.8, Avty, for this Dist. on 3-G
t. mail to Atty. Gen. of U.S. on Jwa 71. 23,0
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filed., ds EBrief

intervention, filed., ds
Cecll Wood, Field Solicitg
Acting

on of applicants for
Answer of defts. John Pappan, Supt, etc.;
Raymond L. Sanford, Regional Solicitor; and PFred J. Russell,
Secretary, flled. m
Motion of complainants to strike answer and for judgment by default,
filed, ds
Ordered by the court that defendants Panij t@ Qiainé fis?t
strike answer and for judgment by default 8 respon
within ten days of this date. (AEB-J) ds
Answer brief complainants motion to strike
by default, ds

Answer and interventi

to

jde

o1
rief
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to answer and

Response to Motion to Sirixp answer and for Judgement by Default,fi]
Order Overruling Plaintiffs' motion to strike answer and for judgmer
by default filed, (AEB=J }n wwgf*m I

Parties directed to hold pre-trial prior to 1-12-72 and file pre-trifl

order not later than 1-19-72. (AEB-J)m

Motion for summary judgment filed by intervenor., ds

Brief of intervenors in bugpcrt of motion for summary Jjudgment,
filed. ds /:,,f,;‘,ﬁw\ g ies o

Answer brief of 1nterven0ra plaintiffs' mpotion to strike or reguire
for summary judgment to be made definite, filed. ds

motion

Judgment Noted .
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DATE PROCEEDINGS Judgment Noted
1-3-72 Motion of defs. for Enlargement of Time from 1/3/72 to and inc,
2/3/72, to reply to Intervenor's motion for summary judgment, filefl. rm
1-3-72 Brief in support of motion for enlargement of time, filed. r™m " .. 7
1-4.72 | Motion of Loretta LaPuma to intervene, filed.
1-4.72 | Brief in support of motion, filed. ds
1-4.72 Ordered by the court that parties respond to motion to intervene
of Loretta LaPuma with a responsive brief within ten days. (AEB-J) |ds
1-7-72 Objection to motion to intervention, filed. ds
~7-72 Brief in support of objection, filed, ds
1=13=72 Order that the defts are granted an enclargement of time within whigh
‘ to reply to Intervenor's Motion for S/J from 1-3-72 to and including
2-3-72, filed. (AEB-J)r (Copies Malled to attys)
1-17-72 Response of the Deft.s to Motion to Intervene, flled, v
1-24.72 Motion for order to strike or to require motion for summary Judgment
; to be made more definite, with brief attached, filed. ds
r-24.72 Application to set aside pretrial order, filed. ds~ -~
1-24-72 Ordered by the court that defendants reply to motion and application
of plaintiff within ten days of this date with a responsive brief,
(AEB-J) ds
1-25-72 | Intervenor's motion to dismiss, filed. ds
1-25-72 Ordered by the court that parties respond to Intervenor’s motion
to dismiss with 2 responsive brief within ten days of this date.
(AEB-J) ds
1-25-72 | Order sustaining complainants' application to set aside pre-trial
order, filed. (AEB-J)hm (copies mailed) ) i A
1-26-72 Plaintiff's response to motion to dismiss, filed.sds Brief atﬁachii-“xéﬁ4~
1-27-72 Plaintiff's supplementary response to Intervenors' motion to dismlissg,
filed, Brief attached, ds e’ L drwenfiio )
1=27-72 Response to plaintiffs' motion for order to strike or to require o .
motion for summary Jjudgment to be made more certain, filed. ds oo & f
1-31-72 | Complainants' waiver of objection and motion for order authorizing
filing of briefs, with brief in support of motion, filed. hm
2=3=72 Brief of Deft.s in Support of Intervenors’ Motion for Summary
. Judgment, filed., v
4-10-72 |Appellants' Supplemental Motion to Strike Appl for S/J, filed, w/
Brief attached. Filed. r (no letter written per M.C.)
h-ph_72| Application for the issuance of permanent injunction restraining th
enforcement, operation and execution of an act of Congress and an
order purporting to be that of the Secretary of the Interior based
upon s5aid act upon the ground of the repugnance to the Consititutiion
of the United States of such act, with brief attarched, filed. ds
4-24-72 | Ordered by the court that defendant and intervenors reply to above
application within ten days of this date. (AEB-J) ds
5-2-72 Intervenors’ brief in opposition to convening three Jjudge court
. and injunction, filed. ds
‘ 5-2-72 Defendants response to application for issuance of permanent injunc-
tion, filed. g
HeR-72 Intervenor’s brisef in response to plaintiff's application for the
issuance of a permanent injunction, filed. ds
Intervenors' answer brief to supplemental motion to strike applica-

tion for S/J, filed. hm

Ty S I+ A e 35 1 " s e P Sy T Y EaRTa = oy e AT e A
Obj. & Mo. to dismiss appl. for perm. inj. of interveonors,filed.
AAAsrmAnm 3 2 o . . A T 1 £ ¥ B 4 vy
Addendum to brief in oppogition to eppl. for perm. injunciion by
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S/J, motion of Loreta LaPuma to intervene, objection to motion to

intervene, appellants' motion for order to strike or to require motion

for S/J to be made more definite, intervenor's motion to dismiss,
complainants' waiver of objection and motion for order authorizing

filing of briefs, appellants' supplemental motion to strike applicatgion

for S/J & appellants' application for issuance of permanent injunc~
tion. (AEB~J)hm
Case called for hearing on above motions. Motion of Loreta LaPuma td

intervene is sustained & intervenor given 15 days to file brief. Jadk

Heskett to prepare findings & recommendations within 5 days. All other
motions passed to next motion docket. (MLB-Mag)hm
Findings and Recommendations of Magistrate, filed. Intervenor, Loretta

La Puma's motion to intervene should be sustained and intervenor given

15 days to further plead. (MLB-Mag.)rm - copies mailed
Order, that recommendations of Magistrate are approved, that Loretta
La Puma's motion to intervene is sustained, filed. (AEB-J)hm (copieg
mailed)

Answer in intervention of Intervenor, Loretta La Puma, filed., ds
Answer in intervention to intervenor Loretta La Puma, filed. hm
Supplement to motion of pltf. for summary Jjudgment, and s
opposing mo. for SJ of intervenors, filed. rm

Motion of plaintiff to amend complaint, filed. ds - brief attached.
Ordered by the Court that defendants reply to plaintiffis motion to
amend complaint with a responsive brief within ten days of this
date, (AEB-J) ds

Mo. of pltf. objecting to decision on basis of 8J., req. review of c4
& req. order of Ct. authorizing & reguiring briefing of case upon

basis of entire record, w/brief in support thereof, filed. rm

Ordered that defs. are granted 10 days in which to respond to pltfs,
above motion. (AEB-J)rm - ltr written

Reply to Plaintiff's Motlion to Amend the Body of £ileg

t ts Complaint,
by Loretta La Puma, Intervenor., v

~coples mailed,

Response by Loretta La Puma to Plain tiff's Motion Objecting t i
baslis of summary Jjudgment, requesting review of case, requesting ord
court authorizing and requiring briefing of case upon basis of entire
record, filed, v -~copies maliled,

Response of govt. defs. to mo. objecting to decision on basis of SJ,
ete,, filed. rm

Response of govt. defs. to mo. to amend pleadings, filed. rm

Brief of intervenors to plaintiff's motion to amend and objection

to summary Judgment, filed, ds S F

Answer to response to motion to amend pleadings, filed. ds - copy t

Cont.,
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Date Order or
Judgment Noted

Marilyn
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11-13-72 Plaintiff's application for making of special indings, filed. ds
{Copy to Marilyn)
7-10-73 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of law, filed. (AEB-J)rm
7-10-73 Order sustalining intervenors' motion for summary Judgment and
overruling pltfs. motion for summary judgment, filed and entered.(AEB-J)rm
(copies mailed) '
7-16-73 Motion for new trial and for reconsideration filed by appellants-plgintiffs.l
.7 30-73| Reply to Complainants' Motion for New Trial and For Reconsideration by
Intervenor, Loretta La Puma, filed, v
8-29-73 | Order, filed and entered, overruling complainants mo/new trial and
reply. (AEB-J)rm - coples mailed
31-74-"Minute Order: Based on the letter of Mr. Jack Heskett of January

17, 1974, which the Court will treat as an application, 1t is
ordered that Mr., Jack Heskett be allowed to wlthdraw the coriginal
transcript, depositions and exhiblts that were presented before
the Field Solicitor of the Osage Indlan Agency for use in the
probate case now pending inc Lhe District Court of Osage County,
Oklahoma, with the proviso that sald depositions, exhibits and
transcriptsbe returned to the Osage Indian Agency when their use

is no icnge“ requ$?€ﬁ in the District Court oP Usage County, Okla,
(AEB-J )e =
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